SUMMARY OF THE
FIELD ACTIVITIES COMMITTEE M EETING
JUNE 27, 2000

The Fidd Activities Committee of the Nationd Environmenta Laboratory Accreditation Conference
(NELAC) met on Tuesday, June 27, 2000 at 9 am. Eastern Daylight Time (EDT) and at 1:30 p.m as
part of the Sixth NELAC Annud Meeting held in Williamsburg, VA. The meeting was led by the
committee chair, Mr. Danid Bivins of the U.S. Environmenta Protection Agency (EPA). A lig of
action itemsisgiven in Attachment A. A lig of participantsis given in Attachment B. The purpose of
the meeting was to further discuss and develop field activities standards.

INTRODUCTION

Mr. Bivins opened the meeting and wel comed the committee and audience participants. Each
committee member was introduced. Mr. Bivinsthen reviewed the agenda. He noted that the Air
Source Emissons Task Team (ASETT) subcommittee of the Environmenta Laboratory Advisory
Board (ELAB) will make a presentation during the afternoon sesson. The facilitator for the meeting
reviewed the ground rules and how the meeting would be structured so that everyone would have a
chance to speak.

Mr. Bivins asked that anyone interested in becoming a contributor member of the Field Activities
Committee send a nomination form to the gppropriate person noted on the NELAC Webste as there
will be one or two openings in the next year. Nominationswill be passed on to the NELAC Board of
Directors (BoD) for consideration and possible gppointment to the committee. Mr. Bivinswould
especidly like to have one committee representation from the ar emissons testing community.

BACKGROUND, HISTORY, AND PURPOSE OF FIELD ACTIVITIESCOMMITTEE

Dr. Barton Smmons gave a capsule report on the background and history of the ad hoc Feld
Measurements Committee and the Field Activities Committee. The committee recognized that the
trend is for more and more measurements and andyses to take place in the field rather than in the
conventiond laboratory. Development of standards began soon after the committee became a standing
committee. The scope of the sandards was first debated and the timing for introduction of field
standards was dso consdered. A Fied Activities subcommittee on measurement of source emissons
was formed to focus on standards for the measurement of source emissonsand Mr. Bivinsisthe chair
of that subcommittee.

GENERAL SAMPLING STANDARD

Dr. Smmons introduced the topic. The generd sampling stlandard isintended to apply to any media of
any program and is intended to cover any pure sampling done for compliance testing. The section on
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measurement of source emissions in the sandard will be discussed in the afternoon sesson. Feedback
from the audience is sought on what the standard should be.

Survey to Prioritize Contents of Field Sampling Standard

A participant asked if the survey taken severa years ago to prioritize contents of the field sampling
gtandard would be revisited and is there still a consensus that stack sampling is the first priority? Dr.
Simmons said the prior survey's results could be placed on the NELAC Website.  EPA itsdf is
prohibited from making such survey; Cdifornia EPA carried out the last survey. Ancther survey could
be taken. Mr. Scott Evans, representing the Environmental Data Improvement Group (EDIG) and
chair of the ASETT subcommittee, said his group has concerns about the structure of the air sandards
and believes that they should not be proposed as a subsection of the existing NELAC Standard. He
dated that the recently-formed ASETT is rethinking the Measurement of Source Emissions Standard
and wants it to be a stand-a one document as placing the Measurement of Source Emissions Standards
in the midst of general stlandards does not seem gppropriate. Mr. Bivins remarked that the Fied
Activities Committee recognizes the specid problems of in-stu sampling and analysis.

A representative from the State of Florida asked if the ASETT committee truly wants a separate stand-
aone chapter of gandards for air sampling and andyss. The ASETT char said hisgroup idedlly is
looking for a stland-alone document, whether it appears as a separate section of the Field Activities
Chapter of the NELAC Standards or elsewhere. Dr. Smmons noted that some chapters of the
NELAC Standards include appendices and thisis another approach that could be taken. An audience
member asked what was driving ASETT's wish to have a stand-aone document and in reply, Mr.
Evans stated the air sampling community found the existing standards to be so geared towards water
sampling and fixed |aboratories that the best solution seemed to be to include air sampling as a stand-
adone document. Internationa Standards Organization (ISO) 17025 is being used as a starting point for
the sandard ASETT is preparing, however, much more discussion of thistopic isneeded. Mr. Bivins
sad NELAC dlowed the Fidd Activities Committee to have a separate chapter (Chapter 7) for its
standard however there are some references to that of the Qudity Systems chapter. There was
support by one participant for the development of a separate document that has everything included
and does not require the user to cross-reference other chapters. He would adso like to see this stand-
aone document idea gpplied to water and waste sampling, too. Each type of sampling isa sciencein
and of itsdlf, requiring specia knowledge and skills to produce defengble results and to satisfy the
review of various regulatory agencies. Mr. Bivins expressed interest in learning more about how the
ASETT subcommittee will develop such a stand-a one document.

To conserve time, an audience member asked that the Field Activities Committee continue with
development of the remainder of the sampling standards, including the generd sampling standard, and
add the Measurement of Source Emissons Standards later. A committee member suggested
approving the chapter on a section-by-section basis. Dr. Smmons proposed that Sections 7.0 and 7.1
be voted on during NELAC VI. This proposal will be revidited later today by the committee. Another
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audience member asked that the committee table the controversid issues and try to come to avote this
week on generad sections of Chapter 7. A participant noted that many industries contract with
companies to do water and wastewater sampling exclusvely. Many of these sampling firms have no
laboratories of their own and pass the samplesto alaboratory for anadyss. In Virginia, thereis usudly
no oversight of such sampling firms and their activities unlessthe State just happens to be present when
sampling isunderway. If asgnificant problem is noted by the state, the industry which hired the
sampling firm recelves aviolaion. In Horida, if the testing isingppropriate, the test and its report is
rgjected. It isbeieved that Floridalaw alows enforcement action to be taken againgt a sampling firm;
however, this has not occurred. Someone e se noted that Since the sampling organization usudly
contracts with alaboratory, it is the sampling organization that needs oversight. Florida has a set of
standard operating procedures (SOPs) that dl water and waste, and soil sampling organizations, are
expected to follow. These standards are now being rewritten. Proposed SOPs are now on the Forida
Department of Environmenta Protection Website,

Mr. Evans urged the committee to consder market forces and their effect in deciding to expand the
scope of the standards. Market forces also weed out poorly-performing sampling firms. A participant
asked if the text of Chapter 7 of the NELAC standard could be provided. Dr. Smmons commented
about the copyright problems with the |SO since some direct quotes were made in the draft of Chapter
7. A participant representing the State of New Y ork mentioned that their laws grant no authority over
firms whose businessis exclusvely sampling. The law does ded with [aboratories which take samples,
including even smd| firms making pH measurementsin the fidd. In that case they are consdered a
laboratory and are under the authority of the State of New Y ork. Someone suggested that New Y ork
take acloselook at the State Implementation Plan under the Clean Air Act. New Y ork may find thet it
does have authority over such sampling firms. Another participant remarked that we should not
emphasize enforcement activities, but rather concentrate on ensuring quality work in sampling.

A Horida spokesman recommended that the Field Activities Committee work on writing stand-alone
standards for each medium (i.e,, air, water, solid wastes). Thus al standards could be prepared in
pardlel and agreement could be reached more quickly. Dr. Simmons explained that the Measurement
of Source Emissions Standard has sampling and analysis more tightly combined than do water
gandards which may have different sampling and analysisfirms. Another member of the audience sad
her small company does alot of underground sampling near leaking storage tanks and in the process
collects many sorts of samples including those taken from water, soil, and soil/gas matrices. Thus, one
company on onejob may collect many sample typesthat do not fal into distinct media categories.
Another participant cautioned the committee that the parallel standards approach would complicate the
standards preparation process, and furthermore, may not be approved by NELAC. Dr. Smmons
responded that the committegs intent is to develop a genera sampling sandard for fidld sampling and
then add details about source sampling, and so on, within the standard's subsections. There are severd
other items, not necessarily present in al methods, that influence qudity.

An industry representative thought the discusson was departing from the NELAC mission and that the

Field Activities Committee Page 3 of 15 June 27, 2000



generd goas of NELAC were being confused by attempting to create a redundant set of standards.
NELAC'sintent isto provide some assurance that quality is present, regardless of what is done.

General Sampling Standard Details

Section 7.1, Generd Fidd Sampling Standard

Dr. Smmons presented more detailed information about the general sampling standards and  he noted
the copyright problems which the committee hopes will be resolved very soon.

Section 7.1.1, Scope

For many this may be amagjor problem. Wording smilar to ISO 17025 was chosen asabasisfor a
NELAC sampling sandard since it dready included congderable language on sampling. Severd
general comments were offered.

An industry representative asked how NELAC defined a"laboratory.” Reference was made to the
glossary of NELAC. "Laboratory..... abody that calibrates and/or tests.” Another person fdlt the
standards should be uniform and follow data quality objectives. The present NELAC standard
gpproach isamistake. Another participant intoned that if NELAC is going to adopt SO 17025, then
definitions given by NELAC should be the same asthose in the 1SO literature. Resolving the issue of
what congtitutes a laboratory isimportant. We should not exclude any measurement made for
compliance purposes from coverage by NELAC standards. The development process for the
standards needs to focus on a staged approach. Everything cannot  beincluded. The standards
must be kept open for changes as time goes by.

Section 7.1.3, Personndl

A laboratory may subcontract for sampling. The laboratory must ensure competency of samplers by
supervising them. Training of personnel should be documented and kept current.

An organization would have to be re-accredited each year, per other chapters of the NELAC
Standard. Dr. Smmons noted that an organization is responsible for maintaining adequate training of
new employees before they go to the fied, whether or not the organization has ahigh turnover of
personnel. NELAC does not plan to certify or accredit individuals.

Another audience member asked how asmall, 7-person firm would be accredited. Dr. Smmons said
such afirm which samples, andyzes, and engineers, dl amultaneoudy, is not as yet covered by the
NELAC Standard. The firm in question <o collects drinking water samples. Dr. Smmons said it will
come down to what type of accreditation the firm seeks.

Another person asked if the sampling standards would be as rigorous as those of the [aboratory. Dr.
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Simmons noted that the samplers must have adequate experience and training and provide a generd
gtatement of qudifications needed. Some sampling requires more experience and training than others.

Section 7.1.4, Accommodation and Environmental Conditions

The idea presented here isto avoid cross contamination or contamination in generd. (Dust sorms,
etc).

Section 7.1.5, Sampling Methods

This section provides a base requirement to ensure the organization uses gppropriate methods. The
language "mest the regulatory needs of the client” isin addition to 1SO language. The sampling methods
are not limited to 1SO or EPA methods. A participant asked how an assessor could verify that the
methods could be assessed, the concept of "assessability.” Dr. Simmons said non-standard methods
must have documentation to show they have been vaidated. The laboratory must recognize when they
are dedling with standard methods, using a non-standard method, or employing a standard method that
has been modified.

Methods must be appropriate and must have been vaidated. The remark was made that the issue of
assessahility iskey. One person thought that 1SO 17025 is assessable and people dl over the world
are being assessed, based on SO 17025. Also, notes are included in 1SO17025 which could be used
as assessor guidelines. Dr. Simmons said this could be done and assessability would aso be
consdered in writing Chapter 7 of the NELAC standard.

Section 7.1.6, Equipment

Equipment that is rented equipment must meet specifications. If an analyzing device is not covered by a
method, there is till arequirement for cdibration.

Section 7.1.7, Sampling Procedures

The |aboratory shdl have a sampling plan and the people using the plan must be familiar with it. This
section hasa“note’ attached to it. Mr. Evans pointed out that notesin 1SO standards are not
considered part of the standard and are there for guidance only. The NELAC standard should follow
the same convention with itsnotes. A period of discussion ensued about where to place such notesin
adandard. Some wanted them collected in an gppendix, others believed the notes were important and
ingructive enough to place them in the tandard near the text they modify. NELAC generaly voteson
a standard with the notes included, but recognizes that the notes are not part of the sandard. Mr.
Bivins will take this up with the NELAC Board of Directors (BoD) and the Program Policy &
Structure Committee. The Program Policy and Structure Committee needs to be consulted if some of
the notes end up as new definitionsin the NELAC Glossary.
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It is necessary that the plan of sampling must be described. For example, isarandom or systematic
plan to be used?

Section 7.1.8, Test Reports

An gppendix is proposed, which isan SO appendix.
General Discussion

Dr. Smmons ended his presentation and a genera discussion of the proposed sampling standard
followed. A participant asked what would an accreditation authority use to approve afirm's ability to
do ar sampling? He expressed the opinion that what had been presented thus far seemed to be a
guidance and not astandard. He was not seeing any requirements but instead, it seemed to be what
would be put into a good quality assurance project plan (QAPP). The question of whether the genera
sampling standards should be linked to specific sampling procedures was raised. It was dso felt that
what Dr. Simmons had presented thus far did not go to the leve of specificity demanded by various
sampling methods. A period of further discussion followed concerning the level of detail needed and
how well states may accept such a sandard with minimum criteria. Other points included using
performance-based standards, avoiding too much prescriptiveness, don't add anything more, focus on
what the assessor isto do at this point. One state representative thought the standard as it now stands
is clearly assessable. Another state representative asked if a copy of the 1ISO 17025 standard was
available it isunavailable at present due to copyright problems. When the copyright problems are
resolved, the draft sampling standard will be posted on the NELAC Website.

Another person added that to only restate 1SO standards isn't enough but that the standard needs more
specificity. Another noted that training in and gpplication of the sandard should be consstent across
states.

Presenting for Vote - Chapter 7

Dr. Smmons asked the committee how it felt about putting any sections of the sampling andard to a
vote during the voting sesson. The committee members were concerned that the participantsin this
meeting cannot have a copy of the standards due to copyright concerns. Dr. Simmons proposed that
the notes sections be pulled from the standard and not voted on until NELAC decides on how to treat
such notes. Severad committee members wanted to go forward with the vote but to first talk with
members of the BoD and ELAB to get feedback on how to proceed. Mr. Bivinswill ask board
members if the committee can proceed with a vote with Section 7.1 provided that the notes are pulled
and that referencesto SO are shown on overhead dides. A straw vote of the audience was taken on
whether such avote should occur. Very few thought this should be done. It was suggested that a vote
be caled for, but that it be made very clear to voters that the standard is by no means perfect, and
furthermore, to clearly state what changes will be made in the sandard in the coming months. The
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scope of the standard may need to be tightened, the term 'laboratory’ needs to be better defined, and dll
sections of the chapter need to be checked against other NEL AC chapters for consistency.

REPORT FROM THE M EASUREMENT OF SOURCE EMISSIONS STANDARD SUBCOMMITTEE M EETING

Mr. Bivins reviewed the content and outcome of a recent meeting of the M SE subcommittee meeting in
Chapd Hill, NC, where comments from members of the EDIG were heard and consdered. A new
subcommittee to ELAB, ASETT, was formed with Mr. Evans as chair. It was decided at that meeting
that Section 7.3 of the proposed Chapter 7 would not be voted on at NELAC VI, but would be
revised by the ASETT subcommittee and shared with the Fidd Activities Committee as it is devel oped.
Mr. Bivins then asked Mr. Evansto present information on ASETT subcommittee plans.

After thanking the Fidd Activities Committee and Ms. Jeanne Hankins for helping the ASETT
subcommittee, Mr. Evans handed out a summary of the purpose, work products, and timetable of
ASETT. Thissummary is presented as Attachment C.

Mr. Evans began by making severd statements. A key dement of qudity isto train the observers and
assessors well and avoid the use of checkligtsin lieu of experience. Proficiency testing (PT) isa
complicated and knotty issue for tack samplers. The need for shared respongibility for ar emissons
standards should consider the stack testing company, the state, and the source being tested.

Dr. Smmons asked Mr. Evans about the concept and roles of observers and assessors in source
sampling. Mr. Evans stated the same person could do both jobs. The assessor is more highly trained
and isvery familiar with the sandards. Mr. Peter Law noted there are many incong stencies among
dates in terms of how often they observe stack sampling tests.

Mr. Evans spoke about the use of Nationd Ingtitute of Standards and Technology (NIST)-tracesble
standards and how some states supply audit samples on-ste. A state representative noted how difficult
it isto generate audit samples for stack sampling. Mr. Bivins asked for suggestions. The Emissions
Measurement Center at EPA/Research Triangle Park (RTP) does supply some PT samples and they
are often used. It would be difficult to test the proficiency of ateam involved in the sampling process
itsdf. It may be acomplex undertaking and may involve wind tunnel spiking.

In response to the question of why a separate standard is being sought, Mr. Evans stated that the
NELAC Standards in genera are not being debated. The existing "standards’ for stack sampling are
voluminous aready, so why not add on a stland-alone standard to the aready existing standards for
gack sampling, thereby smplifying matters?

The question of whether 1SO 17025 isredly gpplicable to stack sampling was raised since it was
written with the conventiona fixed-base laboratory in mind.
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A committee member asked about the need for a stand-alone document for source sampling. Can it
not be incorporated into Chapter 7? Mr. Evans said yes, that's possible, but his group is concerned
about the number of linkages to other standards that may not be very applicable to stack testing.
Another committee member commented on the difficulties involved in having to refer to severd
documents. His company has aready incurred expensesin bringing severd standards under one cover.

A participant asked if the performance standard envisioned by the ASETT group will be assessable.
The answer was yes, since it will be based on the entirety of 1SO 17025 and since an American
Asociation for Laboratory Accreditation (A2LA) assessor is amember of his group and will be
attentive to assessability of the document. Mr. Evans believes 1SO 17025 could be used, asit is, asa
gtandard for stack testing, but others expressed some doubt about this. Mr. Evans said ingpplicable
segments of 1SO 17025 would be removed and any points needed to cover stack sampling would be
added. In Mr. Evans opinion, performance testing is the preferred method, and an effort should be
made to avoid prescriptive reviews.

There was some mention of modifying existing stack sampling reporting requirements to match the 1ISO
17025 documents and in many cases, stack samplers present reports to the customer while till in the
fidd.

Mobile Laboratories

The ASETT committee (30 people) most recently met in Salt Lake City, UT at the Air & Wadte
Management Association (AWMA) meseting and discussed mobile |aboratories and assessor and
observer concerns, among other matters.

ASETT Schedule

Mr. Evans then reviewed the schedule ASETT will follow to develop and debate the standards.
Minutes of the meetings will be shared with the Fidd Activities Committee and will be posted on the
EDIG Website (www.betterdata.org), the NELAC Website, and the EPA EMC Website.

Mr. Evans then went through the management and technica sections of the ISO 17025 standard by
displaying the wording on overhead dides. He asked for discussions about their applicability to stack
testing. Thoseinterested in purchasing the |SO standard should be sure to purchase the fina edition
and not the draft.

SO Section 5.2 Personnel.

Thered criteria should be whether or not the personnel can do the job and not their years of
experience and leve of education. One participant suggested that a key component of the overall
process should be cross-training of personne among the sates. Have representatives from severd
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states observe stack sampling and cross-compare notes. Training must be rigorous, not laissez-faire.
Again, assessor training isvita to the process. A training course that gets right to the point isided and
the trainers themselves should be "certified” by NELAC. The typicd 5-day training course should
focus on turning an observer into a knowledgeable assessor.

Quality Assurance (QA) Plan

The QA plan of the sampling company is assessed as well as personnel but paperwork checks are only
part of the story. Thered key isto seeif people are doing the work properly. A responsible auditor
or assessor asks employees about their training and ask questions about their respongbilities. The
assesor looks at the system output, uses some judgment, and compares the QA plan to what isreally
being done. The process must work the same from state to State, but should not have to have the exact
same questions answered to achieve reciprocity among states. The key to consistency is assessor
training. Mr. Evans next showed a series of photos of actud stack sampling jobsto illusgtrate the
difficulties of stack sampling.

Additional Comments and Suggestions

Additiona comments and suggestions that were made included using notes in standard and placing them
right next to the text to which it refers. Referencing the note is much easier using this arrangement.

In Florida, test methods are often adopted as State regulations.

The assessor should expect the stack sampling firm to be able to do what they have been trained to do.
This somewhat obviates the need for fidds of testing. Rather than dwelling on andytes and methods
should instead look at results and see that they meet the data quality objectives, whatever method is
used. The PBMS (performance-based measurement system) is gpplicable in these cases. Inthe
discussion that followed, severd points were made:

. Every time atest is observed it condtitutes an assessment. Thisis better than aonce or twice a
year announced visit to see the field sampling system working at its best. Theideaisto assess
the qudity system, not the methods.

. Grouping of methods is inappropriate -- instead, use a 3-step process. evauating personnel
training and knowledge, seection of gppropriate methods, and equipment evaluation.

. What' s redly important in evauating a firm's processis to be sure the company has an
infragtructure in place to do the job right.

. Evauation of qudity systemswould come later, after the technica materid isin place.

Field Activities Committee Page 9 of 15 June 27, 2000



SO Section 5.2.4

An industry representative was concerned about the language of 1SO Section 5.2.4 and asked if this
demanded that the source firm must have personnel records on-ste at al times, including those of
contracted personnd. Various ways of handling this were suggested, including keeping the records
where the personnd files are located or maintaining the records on a CD-ROM or equivaent, as

they’ re capable of storing alarge amount of documentation. These aspects of record keeping will need
to be discussed further.

Remaining Topics
The following sections of the ISO 17025 standard were reviewed briefly with little discussion:

. Section 5.3, Accomodations and Environmental Conditions

. Section 5.4, Test and Cdlibration Methods and Method Validation
. Section, 5.4.4, Non-Standard M ethods

. Section 5.4.5, Vdidation of Methods

. Section 5.4.7, Control of Data

. Section 5.5, Equipment

. Section 5.6, Measurement tracesbility

. Section 5.7, Sampling

. Section 5.8, Handling of Test and Cdibration Items

. Section 5.9, Assuring the qudity of test and cdibration results.
. Section 5.10, Reporting

Mr. Evansended his presentation at 4:45 p.m. Mr. Bivinsthanked Mr. Evans for the report and asked
that ASETT provide new information and revisons to the Field Activities committee as they occur and
to inform them of upcoming teleconferences.

CONCLUSION

Mr. Bivins summarized the action items which are included in Attachment A. The meeting was
adjourned at 5:00 p.m.
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Action Items
Field Activities Committee M eeting
June 27, 2000

Attachment A

Item No. Action Dateto be
Completed
1 Define "laboratory” (interact with other committees) ongoing
2. Consder use of the term ‘International Standards versus next
NELAC standards and how this term relates to language to be teleconference
written for the Chapter 7 sampling standard (committee)
3. Recommend to appropriate NELAC committees that 'notes that | this medting
accompany standards be placed within the text (and not at the
end or elsawhere). Seek advice of others. (committee)
4, Schedule further committee discussion of advisability of during future
preparing medium-specific sandards (Bivins) teleconferences
5. Ask ASETT Committee to complete work on its proposed today
revisons to the M SE standard by September 1 and convey draft
results to the M SE subcommittee (Biving)
6. Ask Dr. Pearson about structure of the standard and limitations | this meeting

on the language that may be employed.
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PARTICIPANTS

Attachment B

FIELD ACTIVITIESCOMMITTEE M EETING

JUNE 27, 2000

Name Affiliation Address
Bivins, Danid, Chair U.S. EPA/OAR T: (919) 541-5244
F: (919) 541-1039

E: bivins.dan@epa.gov
Burrows, Don (absent) STL Audin T: (512) 310-5258

F: (512) 244-0160
E: don_burrows@radian.com

Crumbling, Deana U.S. EPA/Tech. Innovation | T: (703) 603-0643
Office F: (703) 603-9135
E: crumbling.deana@epa.gov
Darley, Robert US Navy - NAVSEA T: (843) 764-7337
Programs FO F: (843) 764-7360
E: darleyre@navseanavy.mil
Dege, John DuPont/Chemica T: (302) 773-0900
Manufacturers Association F: (302) 774-1361
E: john.a.dege@usadupont.com
Dunn, Rick (absent) Hach Company T: (970) 669-3050

F: (703) 669-2932
E: rdunn@hach.com

Keith, Larry (absent)

Waste Palicy Indtitute (WH1)

T: (540) 557-6095
F: (540) 557-6043
E: larry_keith@wpi.org

Law, Peter

Severn Trent Laboratories

T: (413) 572-4000 ext. 101
F: (413) 572-3707
E: plav@stl-inc.com

Santini, Ronald (absent)

Duke Power Company

T: (704) 875-5229
F: (704) 875-5032
E: rasantin@duke-energy.com

Smmons, Barton

CA EPA

T: (510) 540-3003
F: (510) 540-2305
E: bsmmons@dtsc.ca.gov
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Attachment B (Continued)

Tintle, Andrew Horida Dept. of T: (850) 921-9733
Environmental Protection F: (850) 922-4614
E: Tintle A@DEP.gate.FL.US
Eaton, Cary Research Triangle Inditute T: (919) 541-6720
(Contractor Support) F: (919) 541-7215
E: wee@rti.org
Beard, Mike Research Triangle Indtitute T: (919) 541-6489
(Contractor Support) F: (919) 541-7386
E: mebeard@rti.org
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Attachment C

Purpose, Work Products, and Timetable
of the Air Source Emission Task Team (ASETT)

Statement of Purpose

1.

To develop voluntary, objective performance criteriafor establishing an acceptable qudity
gandard for air emission testing and sampling.

To establish congstency in such standards among states.

To develop objective procedures to determine if the processes are in place to rooutingly meet
the standard.

To accomplish the above in a manner that minimizes the regulatory burden and economic
burden on al stakeholders.

Essential Elements

N o o s~ DD

Test observation by quaified observers

Document standardization (protocols, reports, QAPP, SSTP)
Assessor/tester training

Quality System (KISS, Corrective Action)

Proficiency testing

Stakeholder requirements

Accreditation/assessment process (gpplication, mechanism for deficiencies)

Guiding Directives

Eal A

Sdf-contained document

SO 17025

Minimize regulatory and economic burden

Develop performance standard firgt, then accreditation process

Timetable/Milestones

6/20/00 Sdt Lake City ASETT meeting in conjunction with the Air and Waste Management
Association (AWMA) Conference

6/27/00 ASETT meeting after Fidd Activities Committee meeting at the NELAC Conference

7/06/00 Teeconference - draft standard outline completed

7/17/00 Begin teleconferences every other Monday
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Attachment C (Continued)

8/31/00 Draft completed (~ 80%)
9/15/00 Post draft for NELAC review

11/02/00 NELAC Interim mesting - presentation of draft
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